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14 LEADERS OF THE REFORMATION.

church were compelled to assume the position of
independent protest which finally gave them the
name of Protestants. It is in this great historical
movement, rather than in the obscure sects of the
middle ages, that we seek for the source of our
evangelical Protestant Christianity.

In further illustration of our theme we direct
your attention to John Huss, the Reformer and
martyr of Bohemia. In some respects, it is true,
the story may prove less interesting than those of
later date. There are no legends to relate, like
those which elsewhere twine like ivy around the
ruins of the past. Least of all can we expect to be
cheered by the genial glow of humor, for the days
were hard and cold. The scene is far distant, and
the actors appear but indistinctly through the mists
of ages. Itis, in fact, a fearful tragedy that gave
rise to a series of wars which for merciless horror
and pure atrocity are hardly equalled in the history
of Europe.

JorN Huss was born in the village of Hussinecs,
in Bohemia. The year of his birth is not quite
certain, different authorities varying between 1369
and 1373. He is known to have perished on his
birthday, July 6, 1415 ; and recent Bohemian writers
declare that the year 1369 has been authenticated
by researches in the national archives as the year
of his birth. His forefathers were poor, and it does
not seem likely that they had a surname. Until
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forty, in full possession of all his powers—a man
whom a nation was proud to recognize as its chief.
Many a man, under similar circumstances, would
have supposed himself to have reached the summit
of his ambition ; and might thereafter have taken
his otizum cum dignitate, leaving the management
of the university to the deans of the several facul-
ties, or, possibly, when a vacancy occurred, watch-
ing his chance to be made archbishop of Prague.

Huss, however, was not of this type. He was of
an active nature ; energetic and often imprudent,
he seems to have sought obstacles in order to over-
come them. Even at this early date his piety was
conspicuous. He advised the students to make the
Bible their only zade mecum ; and boldly declared
that he had found in it many things which did not
agree with the teaching of the popes.

The university of Prague was at this time at the
summit of its glory. It was the only university in
the north of continental Europe, and was attended
by several thousand students, some of whom came
from distant England. Its government was in
many respects peculiar. The institution was divi-
ded into four sections, representing four countries—
Saxony, Poland, Bavaria, and Bohemia—and each

“section had one vote in the general management.
By this arrangement the Germans had practically
three votes—for Poland was regarded as German—
and the Bohemians had but one. Suddenly the
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him the writings of John Wycliffe, canon of Lut-
terworth, who had died in 1384. Some writers
assert that they were given him by his intimate
friend and subsequent fellow-martyr, Jerome of
Prague, but this appears improbable. It is certain
that Huss read these books with sympathy and en-
thusiasm, and that he was converted by them. He
himself always asserted that at the time when he
undertook to study the writings of Wycliffe they
were accompanied by a certificate from the univer-
sity of Oxford, to the effect that they had been ex-
amined and found orthodox; and there has been
much controversy whether the endorsement was
genuine or a forgery. As the document has been
lost the question will probably never be settled.

If we had undertaken to discuss the career of
Wycliffe there would certainly be enough to say ;
but our theme admits but a few references to ‘¢ the
morning-star of the Reformation’. That he was
one of the greatest men of his age cannot be
doubted. His learning and ability were beyond all
dispute. With undaunted courage he attacked the
corruption of the church of Rome ; and gained the
undying hatred of the priesthood by declaring that
the church had no right to hold property that was
devoted solely to secular uses. Neander thinks he
went too far in this direction ; but it was chiefly on
this ground that he was supported by King Edward
II1., who was jealous of the wealth of the church.
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science by never mounting a beast. No wonder
that the popes did not desire to live in the city of
St. Peter. It was torn by contending factions ; the
Orsini and Colonna fought pitched battles in its
streets; and afterwards Rienzi, *‘the last of the
tribunes ”, actually attempted to found a new re-
ligion, and is said to have declared himself ¢ the
representative and successor of the Holy Spirit”.
During these conflicts Rome had ceased to be a de-
sirable residence ; the sewers had been choked up,
the campania had encroached on the city, and the
place had become malarious beyond anything pre-
viously known. This, we remember was the period
of the great plague—* the black death "—of which
in the year 1348 one-third of the people of France
died. Many people regarded all this evil as the
direct consequence of the sins of the world, of
which they esteemed the pope’s removal from Rome
as the greatest; and at last the complaints became so
loud that in 1378 the pope was constrained to re-
turn to the holy city. This did not please the
French, who had hitherto managed the papacy
pretty much as they pleased, and another pope was
irregularly chosen who reigned in Avignon. This
miserable condition continued for many years, and
sometimes there were no less than three men who
claimed to be popes, all cursing and excommuni-
cating each other. Some of the universities re-
fused to acknowledge either claimant, and demanded
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the calling of a general council ; and John Gerson,
the most learned theologian of his time, laid down
the principle that ‘‘a universal council is superior
to the pope”. ‘That this principle is not in accord-
ance with the doctrine of the infallibility of the
pope needs hardly be stated.

In consequence of this movement for a reforma-
tion three great councils were successively held at
Pisa, Constance, and Basel, which are known as
Reformatory Councils. It is with the second of
these councils that we are at present especially con-
cerned.

When we speak of a medieval council it must
not be supposed that it was a mere meeting of min-
isters and elders, continuing a week or two, like a
modern synod. Imagine a company of several thou-
sand prelates and distinguished theologians, accom-
panied by their secretaries and servants. . Princes
were present as interested spectators, as well as a
great multitude of purveyors of food and pleasure.
A council was, in fact, a city in itself. ‘Those who
attended it came prepared to remain for years, if
need be, and some of the bishops actually built
houses to be occupied by them during their attend-
ance on the council. The council of Constance
occupied less time than several similar assemblies,
though it remained in session for more than four
years. :

The most important business that claimed the
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ing its hands on the Lord’s anointed. For this
reason, though it had ventured to change the
external organization of the church, it wanted all
the world to know that its members were sound in
faith and doctrine. It was not a safe tribunal for
any one who was accused of heresy.

Before this council John Huss was cited to
appear. He had previously been condemned by
the anti-pope, Alexander V.; but the Bohemians
did not recognize his authority, and, indeed, many
of them refused to acknowledge the authority of
any pope. Some of the professors of the university,
however, turned against Huss, because he said that
the head of the church was not St. Peter but Christ
alone.

The Emperor Winceslaus had by this time re-
signed his office in favor of his brother Sigismund,
who was extremely anxious to gain the favor of the
Germans and of the court of Rome. Heavy clouds
were gathering around the Reformer of Bohemia;
but every day his views of divine truth became
brighter and clearer. He began one of his books
by saying : ‘‘ Ye should not durn the writings of
heretics, but should »ead them in order that ye
may know what is true’’. The sale of indulgences
disgusted his mind, as it afterwards did that of
Luther ; and he boldly declared that the church
has no right to sell its treasures of grace, and that
to do so is to commit the sin of Simon the sorcerer.
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overcome his scruples, but nothing could shake his
resolution. His conduct throughout was calm and
dignified ; not a word of complaint fell from his
lips. On the 24th of June his books were publicly
burned, and this, as Huss well understood, was but
a prelude to his final condemnation. In a letter to
his friends in Prague he said: “I write this in
prison and in chains, expecting to-morrow to re-
ceive sentence of death, but full of hope in God
that I shall not swerve from the truth, nor abjure
errors imputed to me by false witnesses”. On the 6th
of July, 1415, the formal act of condemnation took
place, accompanied by the foolish ceremonies which
were usual on such occasions. He was arrayed in
fantastic garments, solemnly excommunicated, and
his soul formally presented to the devil ; but Huss
lifted up his eyes to heaven and said : “I commend
my soul to its Maker and Redeemer”. ‘Then the
martyr was handed over to the secular authorities
and led away to be executed, while the council
went on with its regular business as if nothing had
happened.

The place of execution was by the road-side, a
short distance from the town of Constance, and is
now marked by a large stone. Here the victim
was tied to a stake and the faggots piled around
him. An old peasant brought a few sticks and laid
them on the pile, hoping to gain a heavenly reward
by contributing to the burning of a heretic. When
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wild desire for vengeance. Hitherto kings and
nobles had made war, and the people had been un-
willingly driven to fight the battles of their lords.
Now it was the pecple who held deliberative
assemblies and forced the nobles to lead them to
battle. Priests who ventured to reflect on the
memory of John Huss were put to death with scant
ceremony, and the imperial delegates who appeared
before the national council were thrown out of the
window. Maultitudes that had hitherto cared very
little for religious questions now united in demand-
ing instant and complete separation from the church
of Rome. When, one year later, Jerome of Prague
—who had gone to Constance to be the counsel and
adviser of John Huss—was also burned at the stake,
the friends of the martyrs held a meeting and made
the offering of the cup to the laity in the sacrament
of the eucharist the badge and purpose of their
covenant. On the death of Wenceslaus, in 1419,
the Hussites refused to acknowledge Sigismund as
his successor, and chose a nobleman, named John
Ziska, to be their leader in the conflict with Rome
and the empire.

Ziska was a remarkable, and withal a somewhat
mysterious personage. Not much is known about
him personally, except that he was very ugly, had
but one eye and that he could fight. O, how he
could fight! I am not fond of war, I deprecate its
horrors, but if it must come, and in a just cause, I
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A few months before the birth of Martin, the
eldest son, Hans Luther, removed from Mohra,
where the family had long been settled, to the
little village of Eisleben, and soon after that event
to Mansfeld, several miles distant, where he con-
tinued to labor as a miner. It was the old story—
the mines were prosperous, the land was poor, so
the agriculturist took a lower social position to win
higher wages. Hans Luther was, however, not the
kind of man to remain long in such a position with-
out making an effort to improve it. Very soon we
find him conducting two ovens in which ores were
roasted—the elector of Saxony knew him per-
sonally and gave him his confidence—so that he
gradually became a man of substance. He brought
up a family of seven children, and left an estate of
about $5000 which would now be worth three or four
times as much. That was a pretty good showing
for a poor miner. In Martin’s boyhood the family
was compelled to struggle with intense poverty.
In his later writings he confesses that he and Philip
Melancthon had studied astrology in the hope of
finding something remarkable in the conjunction
of the planets at the moment of his birth' ; but he
had found nothing that could give him comfort.?
He says: ‘‘My father was a poor miner; my
mother carried all our wood upon her back, that
she might warm and rear us; their life was one of

(1) Juncker’s Ehrengedachiniss Luthers, p. 10.
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that his son should become a lawyer; for he had
probably noticed—as has more recently been ob-
served by others—that “‘when Providence distributes
the good things of this life, lawyers are pretty sure
to receive their share’’. For a year or two the son
studied the old Roman law, and there can be no
doubt that it did him a great deal of good. It is
hardly a mere coincidence that the two leading Re-
formers—Luther and Calvin—were once students
of law; and it is altogether likely that even at the
present day young theologians would be consider-
ably improved by a course of Blackstone.

Hans Luther, at Mansfeld, was rejoicing at his
son’s progress in legal study, when suddenly he
received a message that the young man—at the age
of twenty-one—had broken away from all his
earlier associations and become a monk. At present
we can hardly appreciate the terrible nature of such
tidings. ‘The father was a practical man of the
world who had no liking for monks and monkery.
According to the notions of the age the son was
now practically dead to his family, to society, and
to every hope of earthly happiness. Imagine a
father—if such a thing could happen without dis-
grace—receiving news that a son, who had recently
graduated at college, had been condemned to life-
long imprisonment, and you can form some idea of
Hans Luther’s disappointment and grief. Worst
of all, Martin had been persuaded by the monks
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strangely mingled. That he was profoundly in
earnest can not be doubted. He submitted to
every possible penance and almost starved himself
to death. As he himself said : “If ever a monk
could have got to heaven by monkery, I was that
monk . Every morning he repeated the ‘¢Pater
Noster” and the ‘‘ Hail Mary ” twenty-five times,
rehearsing them, as he afterwards declared, *just
like a parrot’’.  After going through his devotions
he worried himself because he had not been suffi-
ciently devout. He constantly reproached himself
with imaginary transgressions, crying day and
night, like Simeon on his pillar: ¢ Have mercy,
Lord, and take away my sin”! In his extremity
he turned to John von Staupitz, the head of the
Augustinian order in Germany—a man of great
learning and piety, who is generally regarded as one
of the ‘‘ Reformers before the Reformation . ‘This
man became Luther’s spiritual father and did all
in his power to show him a better way; though
when the decisive moment came he shrank back
and died in the communion of Rome. When Lu-
ther confessed his sins to him he spoke only of evil
thoughts ; “for”’, he said, ‘“these are the root of
the whole matter’. Staupitz said: “ You desire
to be without sin and yet are free from real sin.
These temptations are necessary for you, but for
you only”. ¢ He simply meant”, says Luther,
«that without such temptation I would become
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righteousness of God is that through which the
just man through God’s goodness lives—that is to
say faitk. On this I felt as if I were born again,
and seemed to be entering through the opening
portals of paradise”.

Years passed before this principle was fully de-
veloped. For the present Luther remained a monk,
devoutly attached to Rome, and ready to believe
every mediseval fable. Staupitz was, however,
convinced that he deserved a broader career than
the convent afforded him, and, in 1510, secured for
him an opportunity of visiting Rome as a repre-
sentative of his order. This, too, was necessary to
prepare him for his mighty work. His mind was
full of romantic ideas concerning the eternal city
and God’s vice-gerent who ruled in Cesar’s place.
Rome was to him, as Jerusalem was to the ancient
Israelite, the joy of the whole world ; he turned to
it in prayer as the Mohammedan turns to Mecca.
When he approached the holy city, he burst forth
in an enthusiastic apostrophe; and it seemed to
him as if the noble army of martyrs were stream-
ing forth from the sacred gates to bid him welcome.
He did not dream that he was visiting a city where
faith was dead and heathenism reigned supreme.
In his enthusiasm he visited all the holy places,
saw all, and believed all ; but as he ascended the
Holy Staircase on his knees the words once more
flashed on hismind : ¢ The justshall live by faith’’,
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pagan, and art follows nature, a glorious comedy,
tricked out by Raphael and sung by Ariosto.”

If ever the essential paganism of Italy was fully
illustrated it was at the time of Luther’s visit to
Rome. Humanism had alienated the priests and
people from the simple faith of Christ, though they
were still inclined to attach a sort of magical
efficacy to the grand ceremonials of the church.
Priests there were who thought it very funny to say
in the mass, at the moment of consecration, * Panis
es et panis manebis” (‘‘ Bread thou art and bread
thou shalt remain”), and if they happened to allude
to divine grace they called it * the favor of the im-
mortal gods.” At their banquets they freely joked
concerning matters which Christians have always
regarded with religious awe, and irreligious witti-
cisms were greeted with the loudest applause.

That Luther was disgusted with such talk goes
without saying. This fact may have been observed
by the Roman ecclesiastics, and they may have
amused themselves in his presence by making
things appear worse than they really were. When
Luther subsequently related stories concerning the
morals of Rome which seem to have been derived
from the Decameron of Boccaccio, we are inclined’
to think that the Romans had been practicing on
his credulity. He was himself full of the richest
humor ; but this was a kind of humor which he
could not understand. A French writer says:
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never to have made his personal acquaintance, and
possibly never saw him, except on the memorable
occasion of his defense at the diet of Worms.
Frederick was the most powerful prince in Ger-
many, and on the death of Maximilian I. he had
been for a time regent of the empire and had been
offered the imperial crown. He had, however, de-
clined this dignity and had nominated Charles, of
Spain, thus gaining the lasting gratitude of that
monarch. It was this fact, together with his ap-
parent moderation and impartiality, that enabled
Frederick to save the Reformation in Germany. It
was not until the end of his life that he received
the communion in both kinds, and thus declared
himself a Protestant.

For five years Luther preached and taught at
Wittenberg, but there was nothing to attract special
attention to his work. His lectures on the Psalms
were deemed worthy of publication ; he was known
to be a promising scholar ; but that was all. Then
came the series of events which made him the
leader of thousands who had been waiting for such
a man. These events are so well known that we
venture to rehearse them in the briefest possible
manner.

Leo X. had become pope—a prince of the house
of Medici—a man of the highest culture ; he could
talk Ciceronian Latin, but cared not a straw for re-
ligion. He supposed that his reign would be re-
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cult to understand and may easily be misrepresented.
The Germans did not take kindly to it, and Luther
said he hardly knew what indulgences were until
they were forced upon his attention. In France
and some other countries the sale of indulgences
was forbidden ; but the pope made an agreement
with Albert, prince-archbishop of Magdeburg, to
sell them all over Germany, and the profits were
then to be divided. A Dominican, John Tetzel, a
big man with a stentorian voice, traveled in great
state from one town to another, and called upon the
people to purchase the pope’s indulgence, either for
themselves or for their deceased friends who were
suffering the pains of purgatory. The character of
the man has been much discussed, but I think there
can be no doubt that he conducted himself like an
ordinary mountebank. Darras, a Roman Catholic
historian, says: ‘‘He tampered with the doctrine
he was sent to preach.”” When he dropped money
into the great chest that was standing at his side,
he is said to have exclaimed :
‘ When in the chest the money rings,
Out of its pain the spirit springs :

There, there! I see it flying—the soul is flying
out of purgatory into heaven.”

Unless Tetzel is greatly belied he said worse
things than these. Picturing the worst possible
crimes in the foulest language, he exclaimed:
‘“Now, if you have committed crimes like these,
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The next few years of Luther’s life were occu-
pied by intense struggles. At first the pope was
inclined to regard the trouble as of very little im-
portance. ‘‘It is nothing but a monkish quarrel,”
he said; ‘‘ Brother Martin is a man of genius—let
him alone I”” When the conflict grew more serious
he sent two legates; first, Cardinal Cajetan, an
Italian, who insisted on unconditional submission ;
then, Charles de Miltitz, a Saxon nobleman, who
made himself agreeable and induced Luther to
write a humble letter to the pope, in which he
agreed to submit unreservedly to the decision of the
church on condition that his enemies should let
him alone. Thus the whole trouble appeared to be
settled. Luther’s enemies, however, would not let
him alone ; and, as he says in one of his books, he
was so constituted that he could not decline a chal-
lenge. Dr. Eck, of Ingolstadt, held a disputation
~ with him at Leipsic; and, as is usual in such cases,
" both sides claimed the victory. Eck was a man of
great learning, thoroughly familiar with canon law,
but pompous and pretentious. Luther surprised
him by refusing to be bound by the decrees of
councils, and fell back on the Scriptures as the only
guide of faith and practice. *‘But who,” said Eck,
‘“shall interpret the Scriptures, if not the councils ?”’
Then Luther advanced the second great principle of
the Reformation—the principle of private judg-
ment, which has ever since remained its most dis-
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help feeling that by this act they had cast defiance
into the face of the pope of Rome. ‘The act accom-
plished its purpose by its very audacity. Hence-
forth there could be no more temporizing; the
battle must now be fought until it ended in victory
or defeat.

It was of great advantage to the Reformation
that Luther was now associated with Philip Melanc-
thon. The latter was a native of the Palatinate;
a nephew of the celebrated Reuchlin, and himself,
next to Erasmus, the foremost Greek scholar of his
age. Called to a professorship in Wittenberg when
he was but twenty-one years of age, he became
Luther’s chief assistant and most valued friend.
Though never ordained to the ministry he became
the most eminent theologian of Germany. A man
of gentle disposition he exerted his influence to
moderate the controversial fierceness of his col-
league. He was, however, no mere imitator, but
had views of his own which he was not afraid to
defend. Luther wrote, in 1529: “I prefer the
books of Master Philippus to my own. I am
rough, boisterous, and altogether warlike. I am
born to fight against innumerable monsters and
devils. I must remove stumps and stones, cut
away thistles and thorns, and clear the wild
forests; but Master Philippus comes along softly
and gently, sowing and watering with joy, accord-
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sometimes depressed to the verge of despair. Then
suddenly a humorous story occurred to him, and he
burst forth in laughter loud and long. Would not
the bow have snapped if it had not been occasion-
ally unbent?

Luther’s appearance before the diet of Worms
concludes the heroic period of his life. The young
emperor had at last, in 1521, summoned the Re-
former to appear before the princes and prelates to
give an account of his doctrine. He sent him a
safe-conduct ; but the world had not forgotten how
in the case of John Huss a similar document had
been disregarded. To the everlasting honor of
Charles be it said that he was no Sigismund. He
was an intense Roman Catholic, though with a
leaning towards a reformation by means of a gen-
eral council, but he was also a man of honor and
kept his word.

To go to Worms was under the circumstances a
dangerous matter, though Luther was to a certain
extent protected by the elector and had some other
influential friends in the diet. On the way he
wrote to Spalatin: “I will go to Worms though
there should be as many devils there as there are
tiles on the house-tops.” Franz von Sickingen
desired him to stay at his castle, near Worms,
where he would be safe ; but nothing could turn
him from his purpose. On the way to the Diet,
it is said, the celebrated general, George Frunds-
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fanatics were suffered to continue unrebuked his
own work would be irretrievably ruined, and he,
therefore, immediately returned to Wittenberg.

On the way Luther was met at a wayside inn by
two Swiss students, one of whom ( John Kessler) has
left a description of his personal appearance. He
says : “ When Isaw Martin in the year 1522 he was
pretty stout, of upright bearing, bending more
backwards than forwards, with elevated counte-
nance, and deep black eyes, sparkling and flashing
like a star, penetrating to the very soul of the be-
holder.”” Not less than a dozen cotemporary
writers have spoken of the wonderful eyes of the
Reformer, but not a single artist has been able to
catch their expression.

When Luther returned to Wittenberg he preached
eight days in succession, but by the end of that
time the power of the fanatics was broken. ¢ When
they left Wittenberg,” he says, I warned #zei» God
not to work any miracles against my God, and thus
we separated.’’?

At this period Luther’s star stood at the zenith
and his courage was unbounded. Henry VIII.,
king of England, wrote a book against him—the
‘¢ Defense of the Seven Sacraments’’—for which
the pope rewarded him with the title of *“ Defender
of the Faith.”” In reply Luther read him such a
lecture as had never before been addressed to

(1) Kostlin’s * Life,” p. 250.
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of the Reformers to strengthen their position by
alliances with the aristocracy.

Luther’s married life was exceptionally happy.
His wife was rather proud, and he playfully called
her ‘‘ My lord Katie.”” A year after his marriage
he wrote to a friend: ‘‘ Catharine, my dear rib,
salutes you. She is, thanks be to God, in excellent
health. She is gentle and obedient beyond my
hopes. I would not exchange my poverty for
the wealth of Creesus.”” When children gathered
around his table his happiness increased, and
nothing could be more charming than the letters
which he wrote to his wite and children when
absent from home.’

(1) The following letter, which Froude calls the prettiest ever addressed
by a father to a child, was written by Luther to his son Hans, then four
years old, in the year 1530:

‘“ Grace and peace in Christ, my dear little boy. I am pleased to see
that thou learnest thy lessons well, and grayest diligently. Go onthus, my
dear boy, and when I come home I will bring you a fine fairing. I know
of a pretty delightful garden, where are many children that have gold
frocks, and gather nice apples and pears, cherries and plums, under the
trees, and sing and jump and are happy ; they also ride on fine little horses
with gold bridles and silver saddles. I asked the man who owns the
garden, who the children were. He said, ‘ These are the children who love
to praz and to learn and are good.” ThenlI said, ‘ Dear man, I also have a
son who is called Hans Luther. May he not come to this garden and eat
such pretty apples and gears, and ride on such fine little horses, and play
with these children ? The man said, ‘ If he likes to pray and to learn, and
is pious he may come to the garden, and Lippus and Jost may come also;
and if they all come together. they shall have gipes and drums and lutes
and fiddles, and they shall dance and shoot with their cross-bows.’

““Then he showed me a smooth lawn in the garden laid out for dancing
and there hung the golden glpes and drums and cross-bows. But it was
still early, and the children had not dined ; therefore I could not wait tor
the dance. So I said, ‘ Dear sir, I will go straight home and write all this
to my little boy ; but he has an aunt, Lena, that he must bring with him.'
And the man answered, * So it shall be ; ¥o and write as you say.’

‘‘ Therefore, dear little boy Johnny, learn and pray with a good heart
and tell Lippus and Jost to dothe same, and then you will all come to the
garden together. And now I commend you to Almighty God. Give my
love to aunt Lena, and give her a kiss for me. Anno 1530.

“ Thy loving father,

‘“MARTINUS LUTHER."”
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Though Luther was poor his board was always
adorned with guests. Several students, to whom
he had given a place at his table, took notes of his
conversation and may have abused his confidence
by publishing the strange book which is known as
“ Luther’s Table Talk.” ‘There is much in it that
we could wish had remained unwritten ; but it also
contains many gems of wisdom and truth.

We have but touched on a few of the main
events of Luther’s life. ‘There are other occurren-
ces, no less brilliant, which we must pass in silence.
His relations to Zwingli will be considered here-
after. His position as a theologian, a poet, an
organizer, an educator, even as a statesman, would
each demand a separate essay.

There is, however, another side to the picture
which demands brief contemplation. Luther was
a man, and as such was exposed to the temptations
which are common to humanity. There are spots
on the sun, and it would be folly to expect immacu-
late brightness even in the man whom we have ven-
tured to call the Glory of the Reformation.

Let us say, first of all, that we place no confidence
in the stories which reflect on Luther’s personal
character. Erasmus was responsible for some of
these, but the controversialists who have utilized
them to the utmost do not state that he afterwards
confessed that he had been misinformed. Every

one of Luther’s steps was watched by vigilant
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enemies, and if he had been guilty of scandalous
conduct it would at any time have been easy to
prove it.

The chief defect in Luther’s character we con-
ceive to have been almost inseparable from his
gigantic strength. The wonderful success that
attended his efforts appears to have gradually con-
vinced him that he was right and he alone. In his
later years, especially, he might almost have said :

‘I am Sir Oracle
And when I ope my lips let no dog bark *’,

He had so many opponents who sought the de-
struction of everything which he regarded as good
and true, that he included all who did not agree
with him in one common condemnation.

To keep the German princes firm in their adhesion
to the evangelical cause was no easy matter.
Luther was, therefore, almost forced to become a
politician, and it is from this point of view that his
career is least satisfactory. He resigned the
government of the church into the hands of princes,
and thus led the way to the system—sometimes
called Cesareo-papism which still prevails in Ger-
many. During the Peasant War—though he
sympathized with the sufferings of the people—he
preached unconditional submission, and even ad-
vised that extreme punishment should be inflicted
on the rebels—advice which the princes were only
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world. May the Lord grant me favorable weather
and a happy passage. Amen.”

By a strange coincidence Luther died at Eisleben,
the village of his birth. He had gone to that place
to settle a quarrel between the counts of Mansfeld,
to whom, as a native of the territory, he still
acknowledged a certain allegiance. During the
three weeks which he spent at Eisleben he accom-
plished the purpose of his journey, preached four
times, and revised the ecclesiastical constitution of
the county of Mansfeld. Then his strength gave
way, and after an illness of two days he died on the
18th of February, 1546. His last words were an
acknowledgment that he died in the faith which he
had professed and taught. His body was taken to
Wittenberg in a metallic coffin, where it was in-
terred with the highest honors at the foot of the
pulpit in the Castle church. On his tomb might
have been written : ‘ Here lies a man who feared
God and God alone.”’

Our view of the petson of Luther has necessarily
been incomplete. In his career there are events
which we could wish to have been otherwise ; but
we owe too much to him to occupy the position of
antagonists. As Heine says: ‘The dwarf who
stands on the shoulders of the giant can, indeed,
see further than the giant, especially if he puts on
spectacles ; but for tigat lofty point of intuition we
want the lofty feg;ing, the giant heart, which we
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can not make our own.”’ Iu his personality Luther
combines the most colossal antitheses—the gloom
of the past with the brilliant activity of the future ;
but with all these apparent contradictions he must
forever remain THE GLORY OF THE REFORMATION.
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After many fruitless invasions the tyrants were at
last convinced that Switzerland could not be con-
quered, though they kept on growling at the foot
of the Alps. The mountains constituted an im-
pregnable fortress and all the power of the empire
could not dislodge its garrison. The wants of the
people were few. On their high Alpine pastures
flocks could safely feed, and the lakes furnished
abundance of fish. The whole country might be
blockaded, but the Swiss cared little for communi-
cation with other nations and could afford to wait
until the enemy withdrew.

It was but natural that Switzerland should become
a refuge for the oppressed and persecuted. Not only
political offenders, but those who had exposed them-
selves to ecclesiastical censures were glad to escape
to the valleys of the Alps. The church of Rome
was by law fully established ; but on account of the
political condition of the country it rarely attempted
to press its authority to the utmost extent. Except
in the cities the poverty of the people was regarded
as an excuse for simplicity of worship, and the
Swiss actually came to dislike the splendor of the
Italian ritual. Even among the priests there were
many who sympathized with the sufferings of the
refugees from ecclesiastical tyranny, though they
may not have ventured to accept their doctrines.

It was not to be supposed that the kings and
nobles of surrounding countries would favorably
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doubted their bravery. The worst feature of the
system was that the young Swiss were apt to be
morally ruined in foreign lands. They brought
home vices that spread like a canker in their native
valleys. Against this moral evil the Swiss Refor-
mation was at first partially directed, and the move-
ment thus became political as well as ecclesiastical.

The Swiss Reformation was a drama that con-
sisted of two distinct acts. It was synthetic rather
than analytic. No single teacher commanded the
transcendent influence of the great Saxon reformer ;
but in each act there was a leading character who
impressed his personality on his cotemporaries, and
who has exerted an influence through all succeed-
ing ages. The leaders in the successive stages of
the Swiss Reformation were Zwingli and Calvin.

ULRIC ZWINGLI, the hero of the first act, was born
at Wildhaus on the 1st of January, 1484. His
native village is situated in what was then the inde-
pendent county of Toggenburg, but is now
included in the canton of St. Gall. It stands at
the head of a mountain valley which extends far
into the Alps. The ground is not well suited for
agriculture, but there is excellent pasturage. No
doubt, the present inhabitants would not hesitate
to confess that their outlook is better than their
income.

Ulric was the third (some say the youngest) of a
family of ten children. His father and grandfather
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though the hem of His garment glorified the moun-
tains, while we hear the words that were spoken to
the prophet Isaiah : ‘Holy, holy, holy, Lord God
of Sabaoth. All the earth is full of Thy glory I'”

Ulric was but nine years old when he was given
in charge of his uncle Bartholomew Zwingli, who
was dean of Wesen. Under his direction he
received the best education which the age afforded.
The celebrated Lupulus was his teacher, and as he
himself said, he learned to speak Latin more flu-
ently than he spoke his mother tongue. He also
learned to play all the musical instruments which
were then known. The study of Greek he pursued
with great enthusiasm, and actually committed the
greater part of the New Testament to memory in
the original. After thorough preliminary training
he took a course at the university of Vienna.
Here, after the fashion of the times, he translated
his name into Cogitanus; but it was only a stu-
dent’s notion, and he had sense enough to give it
up after he left the institution. Then he becamea
tutor in the Latin school at Basel, at the same time
attending the lectures of Thomas Wyttenbach, a
celebrated teacher of the university, who was the
most effective instrument in preparing the way for
the Reformation in Switzerland. In one of his lec-
tures this professor said : ‘‘ The time is at hand
when the ancient faith shall be restored according
to the word of God. Indulgences are a Roman
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delusion, and the death of Christ is the only ransom
for our sins.”

At an early age Zwingli was recognized as one of
the foremost scholars in Switzerland. He was, how-
ever, no scholastic recluse, but a strong and ener-
getic man of the world. The only portrait in ex-
istence dates from a later period, when lines of
thought and trouble had begun to appear upon his
forehead. It was painted by a local artist, and is
rather a poor affair ; but it confirms the statement
of cotemporaries that Zwingli was at this time a
model of manly beauty. Taller than most of his
countrymen, he was as strong as a Greek athlete
and as bold as a lion. He was familiar with the
customs of the upper classes, and at first sight his
manner appeared somewhat haughty ; but when he
opened his lips he drew all men to him, for his
eloquence was irresistible. He entered the priest-
hood, apparently without the spiritual conflict
through which Luther was called to pass; and it
seems to have been his purpose to devote his life
chiefly to classical learning. In 1506 he became
pastor of a church in Glarus, where he remained
ten years, the idol of his people. There was no
pretence of extraordinary piety, but he was emi-
nently truthful. In his boyhood he had written in
his diary : ‘‘Truth is the highest virtue; lying is
worse than stealing.” He had no secrets, and it
seemed as if every one who gazed into his clear
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blue eyes could behold the depths of his soul.
Twice during this period he accompanied Swiss
troops to Italy as a chaplain. Here he saw the
wickedness that pervaded the land, and by his own
confession was for a time carried away by the pre-
vailing flood of luxury and licentiousness. He
caused no scandal, and was regarded as more moral
than his associates; but, curiously enough, the
universality of wickedness roused him to a sense of
imminent danger. About the same time he found
an ancient copy of the mass-book and to his great
surprise discovered that a few centuries earlier it
had been usual to give bread and wine to communi-
cants, instead of bread alone. ‘Can the church,”
he asked himself, ¢ which claims to be unchange-
able and yet makes such alterations in its liturgy
possess the fundamental element of truth?” In
brief the contemplation of these elements directed
him to the real significance of the Scriptures with
whose letter he was already so familiar. The pope
had granted him a pension so that he might devote
himself entirely to classical study ; but the authors
of Greece and Rome had lost their zest, the praises
of men seemed utter vanity, and like another
Moses he renounced the pleasures of the world to
devote his life to the deliverance of his people. In
later years the tongue of slander did not venture to
impugn the sincerity of his motives nor the purity
of his life. Even Audin, the most bitter of Roman
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He told them that the blessed Virgin would her-
self repudiate the worship of her image, and that
Christ alone can save the world. Thousands of
pilgrims received the word with rejoicing, and
returned to their homes bearing the message of a
newly-found Gospel.

While thus engaged Zwingli appealed earnestly
to the authorities of the church of Rome to make
way for the progress of the truth. We have
records of his piteous pleadings, in the early part
of 1517, with Cardinal Schinner, the Bishop of
Constance, and others, assuring them that if the
church did not welcome the Gospel it would make
way for itself. Instead of accepting this advice the
hierarchy committed the blunder—the crime—of
attempting to bribe the fearless herald of the truth.
When the papal legate was asked what Zwingli
might hope to gain if he took the side of the pope,
he replied : ‘‘He might have anything he asked
for short of the papal crown itself.” When Zwingli
was called to the chief pastorate of the cathedral
church of Zurich, it was not in ignorance of his
position but because he was already recognized as
the leader of the Swiss Reformation.

The question concerning the relative priority of
the German and Swiss reformers has frequently
been asked but is of little real importance. We
may believe Zwingli when he says that he preached
the Gospel in 1516 as purely as he ever did in later
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years, but so did many of his associates. ‘The
Reformation in Switzerland proceeded more quietly
than in Germany ; there was no great event to in-
augurate it, like the nailing of the theses to the
church-door at Wittenberg. Saxony and Switzer-
land were in those days widely separated, and there
is no room to doubt that Zwingli and Luther never
knew of each other’s existence until long after the
most important steps had been taken. Zwingli
recognized Erasmus as his chief leader and teacher,
though in later life their paths parted. He was
inclined to the Humanists ; Luther to the Mystics.
Zwingli’s movement was at first mainly disciplin-
ary ; Luther was above all things a theologian.
Goebel says: ‘‘The German Reformation began
simultaneously and independently at the opposite
extreme of German life and culture—at the Slavo-
nian boundary and at the foot of the Alps—and
thence spread until it met at the Rhine, the center
of Germanic life.””

It could not be otherwise than that the system
and organization of the church in Germany and
Switzerland should differ widely. In Germany the
church was under the control of princes“who for-
mally assumed the office of bishop. ‘The Swiss had
no love for bishops and were not even enthusiastic
in their attachment to the emperor. Zwingli said:

(1) Geschichie des christlichen Lebens, 1, p. 275.
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hymn in three parts, of which the first has been
thus translated :

‘“Help me, O Lord,
My strength and rock ;
Lo, at the door
I hear death’s knock.
Uplift Thine arm,
Once pierced for me,
That conquered death
And set me free.

Yet, if Thy voice
In life’'s mid-day

Recalls my soul,
Then I obey.

In faith and hope
Rarth I resign,

Secure of heaven,
For I am thine,”

On his recovery Zwingli engaged actively in the
reformation of the church. It is often said that
his methods were too radical, and in support of this
assertion it is urged that he removed works of art
from the churches and prohibited singing and the
use of the organ.

If you would see the pictures which Zwingli re-
moved from the churches you can do so by visiting
the muséum at Zurich, where they are still pre-
served. These works of art (save the mark!) do
not represent scriptural scenes or teach religious
lessons. ‘They represent, as a rule, medisval
legends which are neither edifying nor instructive.
So Zwingli forbade singing, did he? Yes! but
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what kind of singing was it? It was nothing but
the sing-song of the mass, of which Pope Leo was
so ashamed that he seriously considered the pro-
priety of ordering the service to be recited in a
natural tone of voice. It was not until the next
generation that Palestrina introduced the reforms
which allied music to the service of the church of
Rome. There were in those days no hymns in the
vernacular—even the grand old Latin hymns were
merely mumbled in a perfunctory fashion. The
nearest approach to the modern hymn may, pos-
sibly, be found in the curious macaronic compo-
sitions known as mischlieder, of which the follow-
ing stanza, addressed to the Virgin, is a favorable
example :

‘ Ave maris stella—Star of the sea;
Tu verbi Des cella—Glory to thee |
Des mater alma—God thou didst bear,
Tu virtutum palma—Virgin most fair.”’

The voice of song was for some time silent in the
Swiss churches ; but there is evidence to show that
a version of the Psalms was in course of prepara-
tion when Zwingli died.

As for the organ it was a very different affair
from the queen of the instruments with which we
are acquainted. It took thirteen men to tread the
bellows of the organ in the church at Zurich; it
was played with the fists and made a noise like a
modern steam calliope. In the next generation
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the organ was perfected ; and it is no doubt to be re-
gretted that it was banished by Zwingli, for such
was the power of prejudice once established that
it was not until the present century that the city of
Berne allowed the use of the organ in its parish
churches.

In his literary labors Zwingli was greatly aided
by Leo Juda, his old friend and schoolmate who
had become his assistant in Zurich. This man was
the son of a priest in Alsace ; mild and retiring in
disposition, but a wonderful literary worker. His
relation to Zwingli was very much like that of
Melancthon to Luther and of Beza to Calvin. It
was supposed from his curious name that he must
be a Jewish convert, but this was a mistake. Juda
himself supposed that one of his remote ancestors
must have been a Jew, but the fact could not be
established. He translated the Old T'estament into
Latin, and was the chief translator of the German
version of the Scriptures which appeared in Zurich
in 1530, four years before the publication of
Luther’s complete translation. He also composed
many minor works and assisted Zwingli in all his
labors.

As for Zwingli himself, in the short space of
twelve years he produced eighty German and fifty-
nine Latin books, not to mention two posthumous
volumes. During the Disputation of Baden, it is
said, he did not go to bed for six weeks. He was
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not permitted to appear personally at the contro-
versy, because the Catholics insisted that his won-
derful eloquence gave the evangelical party an un-
fair advantage ;* but Oecolampadius, of Basel, was
Zwingli’s representative, and at night the delegates
journeyed secretly to Zurich to receive instructions.
Sometimes the nervous strain became so intense
that Zwingli cried out : ‘‘ Now leave me, all of you,
I must play the lute.” ‘Then for a while sweet
strains of music were heard, but when the troubled
spirit was soothed, the delegates were called into
the room, and the work went on.

During this time Zwingli’s wife was kept busy
preparing a collation for her midnight guests.
Concerning her personal characteristics little is
known, but it is evident that she sought to do her
duty as a pastor’s wife. ‘The story of her marriage
to Zwingli is unusually interesting. She had been
a poor girl of good family, intellectual and beau-
tiful. A young nobleman, Meyer von Knonau,
had loved and married her ; but his proud father
refused to recognize the union, and the youthful
bridegroom was forced to seek service in foreign
lands, where he died leaving one son, Gerold, a
pledge of his ill-fated love. The beautiful boy
drew all hearts to him, and even his old grand-

(1) Some writers assert that the authorities of Zurich did not permit
Zwingli to go to Baden because it had become known that his enemies had
formed a plan to assassinate him,
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had been in Germany. There were extreme Cath-
olics who were bitterly opposed to Zwingli’s meth-
ods, and his life was several times attempted ; but
it seemed as if Rome had for the time been par-
alyzed. It took some time before the old man of
the Vatican could pull on his boots.

According to Zwingli’s own statements his dis-
putations with the Romanists were but child’s play
compared with his contests with the Amnabaptists.
We have already met with these people in Witten-
berg ; now they came to Switzerland for the pur-
pose of setting up their new Jerusalem. Miinzer
and Carlstadt were there with the avowed intention
of fighting Zwingli. Carlstadt after a while sobered
down ; but Miinzer, with his learning and fanatical
enthusiasm, was a dreadful antagonist. Accom-
panying these leaders was a multitude of unedu-
cated fanatics, dressed in peculiar garments, and
marching through the streets, crying aloud : ‘¢ Woe !
Woe! Woe unto Zurich!” ¢ For a time,”’ says
Ebrard, ‘‘it seemed as if the whole evangelical
church of Switzerland had gone over to the Ana-
baptists, and Zwingli was left to fight them single-
handed.”

It might naturally be supposed that the question
of infant baptism was the main subject of discus-
sion ; but all authorities agree that this was in fact
a minor matter—a sort of badge of distinction that
did not really touch the main questions at issue.
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The fact is that these enthusiasts taught that God’s
people must always expect to be led by divine in-
spiration—that the teachings of the Bible need to
be supplemented by constant revelations. ‘The way
was thus opened for all sorts of fanatics who be-
lieved or pretended that their extravagant utter-
ances were divinely inspired. The leaders were in
some instances political adventurers who employed
the credulity of their followers for their personal
advantage. They were extreme socialists who an-
nounced the establishment of a new Israel ; and
that they would rather have attempted to found it in
Switzerland than in Germany goes without saying.
They called Zwingli ‘‘the great dragon” and
would know him by no other name. Once, in
1525, a great multitude of these people came rush-
ing into the kotel de wville, shouting, “ Rejoice, re-
joice Jerusalem,” and demanding the adhesion of
Zurich to the truth. The council called a meeting
in the cathedral, and Zwingli was required to meet
them in debate. When the wild crowd saw the
great Protestant leader they hesitated, and for some
time none of them had a word to say. At last a
rude, ignorant peasant rose and said : ‘‘Zwingli, I
adjure thee, by the living God, to tell me but a
single word of truth.” Quick as a flash Zwingli
replied: “I will do that. I tell thee that thou art
one of the most ignorant and rebellious country-
bumpkins in all Switzerland.”’
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was the corporal presence of the Lord. Zwingli,
on the other hand, regarded the sacraments as signs
and seals of a grace already received. He recog-
nized the divine presence in the sacramental ser-
vice ; but it was a presence that declares and con-
firms the thing signified, that it does not create it.
We do not understand him as teaching that the
Lord’s Supper is simply a memorial service; but
that it is the means by which heavenly graces are
_conveyed to the believing heart.

“ Luther,” says Baur, ‘‘had made no distinction
between Zwingli and the Anabaptists ; to him they
were all ‘Sacramentarians.’” At this time his
prejudices were intensified by political conditions.
Philip of Hesse had conceived the idea of uniting
the Protestants in opposition to the imperial power
which was enlisted on the Catholic side. He wrote
more than thirty letters on the subject ; and there
can be no doubt that he had consulted with Zwingli
with a degree of freedom that might by the emperor
have been construed as treasonable. In pursuance
of his purpose Philip was very anxious to bring the
leaders of the Reformation into personal contact,
and accordingly arranged for a meeting and confer-
ence. Luther and Melancthon did not desire to
attend it ; but the Elector of Saxony directed them
to go and so they went. They must, however,
have appreciated the fact that an intimate alliance
with the republican Swiss would have a tendency
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to alienate the princes of Germany on whose pro-
tection they so greatly depended.

The Reformers met at Marburg on the first day
of October, 1529. The facts of the meeting are
well known and it is hardly necessary to relate
them in detail. First there was a discussion be-
tween Luther and Oecolampadius, and another be-
tween Zwingli and Melancthon, and it was unex-
pectedly found that these teachers were more nearly
agreed than any one had imagined. It was when
Zwingli and Luther were brought together to dis-
cuss the sacraments that the disagreement became
evident. Lauther took a piece of chalk and wrote
on the table: “This is my body,” and at every
turn of the argument he pointed to the words.
Zwingli proved himself an able debater and kept
his temper throughout. He was extremely cour-
teous—perhaps a little too much so—a little con-
descending, in fact ; but taking all together it was
decidedly the most gentlemanly discussion of the
period of the Reformation. It was far too brief;
for a dangerous disease—the sweating sickness—
had broken out in Marburg, and both parties were
anxious to leave the town.

At the conclusion of the conference Luther, at
Philip’s request, drew up articles of agreement,
which were signed by all the reformers. You will
find their signatures reproduced in fac simile in
Schaff’s latest volume. This author says: “In
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fourteen out of fifteen articles they agreed fully,
and even in the fifteenth they agreed in the prin-
cipal part, namely, the spiritual presence and
fruition of Christ’s body and blood, differing only
in regard to corporal presence and oral manduca-
tion, which the one denied and the other asserted.”’
“Even on this point,” says Oswald Myconius,
Zwingli’s friend and biographer, “1I feel convinced
that the two men did not fully understand each
other.” ‘‘Zwingli, with his rationalizing mind,
could not understand that from Luther’s point of
view there is a sacramental eating which is not
physical nor carnal. Luther did not give credit to
Zwingli for believing that spiritual communication
is real and true.”

Considering the fact that both reformers signed
the articles it is not easy to see why Luther refused
to give Zwingli the right hand of fellowship,
though he pleaded for it with tears. He said:
‘“ Ye have a different spirit from ours;”’ and there
can be no doubt that it was the spirit, rather than
the letter, in which they chiefly disagreed. It must
not be understood that there was any lack of social
courtesy. Luther wrote, immediately after the con-
ference : ‘‘ We have become good friends and will
help each other.”” Nine years later he wrote to
Bullinger that he had found Zwingli a most excel-
lent man (vér optimus), though in the next year he
once more attacked the ¢ Sacramentarians.”
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Melancthon, however, remained faithful to the
Marburg agreement to the end of his life.

The peculiar spirit of the Swiss churches became
apparent in their organization. Luther had, in-
deed, pleaded for the freedom of the churches; but
the princes at once assumed control, and the
churches of the several countries were governed by
a bureau or “ Consistorium,” as one of the depart-
ments of the civil service. In Switzerland, as we
have seen, the legislature also assumed supreme
direction ; but it was itself a popular body, and the
organization was effected in accordance with the
will of the people. It was Zwingli who first ap-
pointed laymen to office in the church; it was he
who convened the earliest Protestant synod. Cal-
vin, it is true, receives greater credit in the matter
of organization, but he was simply working in the
same line. May I venture to remind you that it
was the strong popular organization of the Re-
formed churches that enabled them to defend them-
selves successfully in days of persecution? In a
broader sense it may be said, that it is in the coun-
tries which followed the example of Switzerland
that we find the grandest manifestations of self-
sacrifice in the cause of civil liberty. Holland de-
rived her ideals from Switzerland, and our own
country would hardly have assumed its present
form of government if Holland and Switzerland had
not led the way. The congregational meeting led
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to the town meeting ; the classis, or presbytery, to
the legislature; and the synod to congress.

That Zwingli was a patriot and statesman we
have already intimated. When his statue was
erected in Zurich a few years ago Catholics con-
tributed freely ; not, they said, on ecclesiastical
grounds, but because he was the foremost citizen ot
Switzerland.

Zwingli was cut down in the prime of his man-
hood and left much of his work unfinished. He
fell on the battlefield, October 11, 1531, aged forty-
seven years, nine months and eleven days. He
was not the cause of the war which resulted in his
death ; he did not use his weapons on the field of
battle ; but as the chief pastor of Zurich he was
by law required to accompany its army.

It was a shameful, fratricidal war. The Catholic
cantons had maltreated Protestants, and the Pro-
testants refused to trade with them. It was an
actual blockade, and the Catholics determined to
avenge themselves by attacking Zurich. Eight
thousand crossed the frontier, and the army of de-
fense numbered not more than from fifteen hundred
to nineteen hundred men. The Zurichers fought
bravely at Cappel but were overpowered, and
Zwingli was mortally wounded. His last words
were : ‘‘ What does it matter? They may kill the
body, but they cannot kill the soul.”
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widow and the fatherless and cared for them until
their support was no longer needed.

Zwingli does not belong to a single branch of the
Church of Christ. The religious movement in
which he was so prominent extended to many coun-
tries, and gave birth to a series of national Re-
formed churches. His dying words have proved a
prophecy that is abundantly fulfilled. From an
early period the chosen emblem of the Reformed
churches has been the burning bush which Moses
saw on Horeb. It has been frequently enveloped
by the flames of persecution, but it is still green
and flourishing. The external form may change,
but the inner life no fire can burn, no flood can
drown. ‘‘They may kill the body, but they can not
kill the soul.”
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prescribed how brides should wear their hair.
These strict regulations aroused opposition, and
there was great confusion throughout the city.

In the midst of the prevailing disorder, in the
latter part of August, 1536, John Calvin arrived in
Geneva. He was on his way to Basel, where he
proposed to devote himself to humanistic studies,
and took lodgings at an inn for a single night. He
supposed himself unknown, but was recognized by
an acquaintance, Louis du Tillet, who at once con-
veyed the news to Farel. With almost prophetic
in}sight the latter appreciated the fact that the man
and the hour had come, and immediately sought
the stranger at his inn. With all the earnestness
of his nature Farel exhorted him to take charge of
the work in Geneva. Calvin shrank back; he
desired to live a quiet life in the midst of the storms
of the age. When Farel found that he could
accomplish nothing by way of entreaty he burst
forth in words of the sternest reproof. He threat-
ened Calvin with the curse of Almighty God,..if
he preferred his personal convenience to the work
of the Lord—declaring that he would himself be
his accuser at the bar of judgment. Calvin—that
cold, ‘unimpressive man—confesses that he was
terrified by the words of the stern evangelist; he
felt “as if God Himself had stretched forth His
hand to hold him there.”
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cellent education, studying successively at the lead-
ing French universities, Orleans, Bourges, and
Paris. From his favorite teacher, Cordatus, he ac-
quired so thorough a knowledge of Latin that he
has been termed * the best Latinist since Cicero.’’
His fellow-students said he was ‘‘all Logic and
Latin ;" and in the absence of the regular profes-
sors he was frequently called upon to give instruc-
tion in these branches. He bore the reputation of
being stern and critical, and his companions nick-
named him “the accusative case.” With all this
he was not destitute of devoted friends who re-
mained attached to him to the end of life. One of
his teachers was Melchior Wolmar, a German, who
was a decided Protestant, but whether he exerted
any direct influeuce on Calvin’s convictions is not
certainly known.

The religious condition of France was at this
time confused and discouraging. There was much
Protestant feeling but no general organization.
D’Aubigne is no doubt right in saying that the
French Reformation was, in part at least, of indi-
genous origin. The church of France had’ always
insisted on * Gallican liberties,’’ and had produced
some of the most eminent of the so-called “Re-
formers before the Reformation.” Here such men
as John Gerson, Pierre D’Ailly, and the abbots of
St.*Victor had lifted up their. voices in behalf of
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the righteousness 10 wiich their age had become a
stranger. Thev hac never forgotzen the days of
Philip le Bel, when the pope dweit iz Avignon and
the kings of France diciated the policy of the papal
court. To the peopie of France tZe exaited pre-
tensions of the Roman curia appeared abserd ; and
the higher classes, at least, simplv refased to sub-
mit to the tyranny which was elsewhere so oppres-
sive. It became the fashion to ridicule priests and
monks, and the literature of the times is filled to
overflowing with stories of their stupidity and
lewdness. As early as 1512 Letévre des Etaples
began to deliver sledge-hammer blows against the
hierarchy. Bricounet, bishop of Meaux, and other
prelates, rejoiced for a time in what they regarded
as the dawning of a new era. At first it seemed as
if all France would accept the Reformation. The
king’s sister, Margaret of Navarre, became the
patron of Protestants, and most of the leading
nobility declared themselves in their favor. Young
men of the highest rank paraded the streets sing-
ing > Protestant psalms, and ladies of the court
sought out the obscure meeting-places of the
Huguenots to hear the word of God. For a while
it was believed that the king himself would take
the side of the Reformers—he despised the priests
and hated the machinations of the Italian party;
but Francis I. appears to have been almost desti-
tute of religious impulses. His strongest passion
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people became so great that Calvin and his coad-
jutors refused to administer the Lord’s Supper un-
til there were signs of repentance. Persisting in
their refusal, though threatened with death, they
finally left the city, saying : ‘‘It is better to serve
God than man.”

Calvin found a refuge in Strasburg where for two
years he ministered to a congregation of fifteen
hundred French refugees. At this time he was
married to Idelette de Bure, and for nine years she
was his faithful helpmeet. They had a son who
died in infancy, and a few years later the mother
also went to rest. It is not true that her stern hus-
band remained unimpressed by these afflictions.
There is plenty of evidence to prove that his sor-
row was sincere and profound; and to this one
sweet memory he remained faithful to the end of
life.

It is a wonderful fact that Geneva, after having
driven Calvin away, in three years called him back.
. The affairs of the city had been going on from bad
to worse, until absolute ruin was close at hand. In
vain the council urged Calvin to return, but he de-
clined until a number of Reformed cities urged him
to hasten to the rescue. Then, in 1541, he re-
turned to Geneva, with the full understanding that
his plans of discipline were to be carried out.

From this time forth no king in Europe exercised
so much power as did John Calvin. This power
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Riviére, who had just arrived from Geneva, was
chosen to this office, and at the same time a con-
sistory of elders and deacons was elected and
ordained. The Protestants of other French cities
followed the example of the church in Paris, and
four years later it became possible to hold a General
Synod which adopted a confession of faith.
“'This,” says Goebel, ‘‘is properly the beginning
of the Reformed Church of France.”

In the organization of these churches the model
of Geneva was carefully observed. There was, of
course, no dependence on the secular government,
and the French congregations were, therefore, prac-

_ tically more independent than those of Switzer-
land ; but otherwise the difference was bardly
appreciable. Pastors were chosen by the consistory,
but the congregation retained the right of veto.
As the ruling elders were not chosen for a term of
years, but for life or good behavior, there was a
natural inclination to select representative men ;
and in the subsequent years of trial the elders
became, in many instances, the secular leaders and
defenders of the congregation.

The spread of the French Reformation was not
limited by territorial boundaries. The Southern
Netherlands were by vicinity of situation and a
common language closely related to France; and
there Calvinism progressed with great rapidity and
assimilated various earlier forms of Protestant faith.
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In 1559 Guido de Brés, pastor of ‘‘the church of
the Rose-tree at Ryssel,”” composed the Belgic Con-
fession ; and in 1566 that confession was adopted
by a synod at Antwerp. ‘The Walloon and Nether-
land churches were most intimately related to those
of France, and they mutually sustained and com-
forted each other while they remained under the
cross.

It was from the beginning the misfortune of
French Protestantism to be involved in politics.
The old nobility were mainly on the Protestant
side, and the king sought to humble them by
attacking their religion. In their fortified castles
the nobles for a time defied the royal power; but
with the assistance of the church of Rome the king
grew stronger, and the power of the nobility was
proportionately decreased. The great majority of
the people took the side of the king ; and where
Huguenots of humble station could not be pro-
tected by the nobles they became the object of bit-
ter and unrelenting persecution.

In sketching the story of the Huguenots we
must confine ourselves to the commonplaces of his-
tory. After the death of Francis L., it will be re-
membered, his son, Henry II., ascended the throne ;
but during his reign Diana of Poitiers was the
actual ruler of France. His legitimate queen,
Catharine de Medici, was content to remain in the
background, subtle Italian as she was. After the
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votedly attached to the cause which he had espoused.
When days of trouble came he fought with heroic
valor ; when his enemies offered bribes he simply
laughed at them. At last his enemies became too
strong for him, and after the battle of Jarnac, in
which he was taken prisoner, he was treacherously
assassinated.

Grandest of all the house of Bourbon was Jeanne
d’Albret, queen of Navarre, the heroine of Rochelle,
the mother of Henry IV. She it was who when
her son was still in his minority assumed command
of the Huguenot forces and led them to victory.
When Catharine told her that to gain the kingdom
of France for her son it was her duty to be recon-
ciled with Rome, she exclaimed with passionate
vehemence : ‘‘ Madame, if at this moment I held
my son and all the kingdoms of the world together,
I would hurl them to the bottom of the sea, rather
than imperil the salvation of my soul.”

The Guise family assumed to be the political
leaders of the Roman Catholics of France. Their
father, Claude, first duke of Guise, was the fifth
son of René, duke of Lorraine. He had entered
France during the reign of Francis I., and had per-
formed prodigies of valor as a French general.
One of his daughters was the mother of Mary,
Queen of Scots. ‘‘Six stalwart sons grew up
around him, sharers of his fanaticism, his ambition,
his talents and his success. T'wo of them became
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version. Surely Michelet is right when de declares
that Coligni was the greatest convert that John
Calvin ever made.

In their extreme fanaticism the Guises began to
exterminate the Protestants with fire and sword,
and the latter were forced to engage in a war of
self-defense. At the conjuration of Amboise, in
1560, the political and religious elements of the
Huguenct cause were welded together. Calvin did
not approve of the alliance, and warned his friends
that ‘‘those who take up the sword shall perish by
the sword.” Summoned to appear before the king
Beza said : ¢‘ Sire, it is true that it is the lot of the
church of God, in whose name I speak to endure
blows and not to strike them ; but may it also
please you to remember that it is an anvil that has
worn out many hammers.”

We shall not tell the story of the wars which for
the next decade devastated France. There came at
last a season when it seemed as if the main objects
of the Huguenots had been accomplished. Coligni
and his coadjutors had been everywhere victorious.
By the treaty of St. Germain the Huguenots were
granted four towns—among them La Rochelle—
which they were to hold and garrison as a pledge of
good faith. To cement the treaty Catharine de
Medici arranged that her beautiful but worthless
daughter, Marguerite of Valois, should be given in
marriage to Henry, the young king of Navarre, and
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all the great nobles were invited to come to Paris to
share in the festivities.

It is hardly necessary to speak at length of the
ill-fated alliance which is known as the Bloody
Wedding. The massacre of St. Bartholomew
which immediately succeeded it was declared by
Queen Elizabeth of England to have been ‘ the
most atrocious act committed by men since the
crucifixion of Christ.”” The chief actor in the
tragedy was, of course, Catharine de Medici, the
evil genius of that evil age. Most recent historians
say that she was implicated with the duke of Guise
in a plot to assassinate Coligni, who had advised
the king to emancipate himself from his mother’s
control. ‘The murder was attempted but failed;
the admiral was wounded but not killed. The ex-
citement was intense, and it became evident that
the instigators of the crime would be discovered.
In their desperation the chief conspirators persuaded
the king that he was himself to be the victim of a
great Huguenot conspiracy, and that vigorous
measures must be taken to ward off the threatening
danger. At first the king refused to listen to these
accusations; but at last he petulantly exclaimed :
“Well, if it must be so, kill them all! Let no one
be left to reproach me with this deed.” This was
enough for the queen-mother. Orders were secretly

" given to the soldiers and to the leaders of the papal
party. At midnight, on the 24th of August, 1572,






JOHN CALVIN. 127

fered greatly by the loss of their most eminent men.
Among these was Pierre Ramée, the most learned
man of his time, and Claude Goudimel, the cel-
ebrated musical composer. And Coligni, the
great, was dead also. History has proved his best
avenger. ‘Three hundred years after his death
the city of Paris erected his statue at the place of
his assassination. ‘The Medicis, the Guises, have
disappeared from history ; the Bourbons are exiles
from their native soil ; but the direct deecendant
of Coligni—the representative of his house and the
defender of his faith—is seated on the imperial
throne of Germany.'*

Let us hasten to escape from the dreadful scenes
of St. Bartholomew! For two years Henry of
Navarre was kept a prisoner; then he escaped and
put himself at the head of the Huguenots. After
strange vicissitudes he gained his crowning victory
at Ivry, in 1590. In the mean time events had
happened which aided him in his political purposes.
The duke of Guise and the cardinal of Lorraine
had been slain by the orders of the king, Henry
III., who was in turn assassinated by a fanatical
priest. All serious obstacles to the triumph of
Henry of Navarre appeared to be removed, and we
can well appreciate the emotions of the Huguenot

(1) The celebrated Louisa Henrietta of Brandenburg, mother of the
first king of Prussia, was a granddaughter of Coligni.
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soldier, so splendidly expressed in Macaulay’s well-
known ballad on *The Battle of Ivry.”

The moment of triumph was, however, the be-
ginning of Huguenot decline. Henry of Navarre,
who had proved that he possessed the heroism of
his mother, now exhibited the weakness of his
father. Like the image which the king of Babylon
beheld in his dream his head was of fine gold, but
his feet were partly of iron and partly of clay.
He renounced Protestantism, after successfully
fighting its battles, on the ground that his act
would bring peace to his distracted country. Paris,
it was said, would never accept a Huguenot king,
and Henry himself is said to have flippantly declared
that Paris was ‘‘worth a mass.”” It is, however,
by no means certain that he could not have at-
tained his political ends without violence to his
conscience. His great rivals had passed away, and
after another victory the capital would probably
have received him, Huguenot as he was. Paris
always kisses the hand that smites her, if only it
smites hard enough.

It is certain that by this act of apostasy Henry
IV. alienated the affections of the best part of his
people. He lost the confidence of the Protestants
without thereby securing the faithful allegiance of
the Catholics, and finally fell by the dagger of a
fanatic of the faith which he had assumed.
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During his reign Henry IV. did all in his power
to relieve the unfortunate political and social con-
dition of his former associates. The Edict of
Nantes, which he issued in 1598, secured them
toleration for nearly a century ; but it was bare
toleration, and it was under his immediate suc-
cessor that Richelieu introduced the policy of
repression which in 1685 culminated in the revoca-
tion of the edict. Louis XIV. appears to have
imagined that the Huguenots would yield at once
to his royal will ; and when they refused to sacri-
fice their faith and conscience his persecuting rage
knew no bounds. In the region of the Cevennes
the persecuted people rose in self-defense, and for
‘ten years kept up an unequal contest in which
they performed prodigies of valor. The sufferings
of the Cevennois were, however, terrific. Four
hundred towns and villages were reduced to ashes
and the country for twenty leagues was left a desert.

Though the Protestants were forbidden to leave
France multitudes succeeded in making their es-
cape. Wherever they went they bore with them
artistic culture and the love of liberty.

Protestantism in France survived the dragonades,
though it was not until the time of the Revolution
that it emerged entirely from the shadow of the
cross. In other countries the exiled Huguenots
achieved the honor that was denied them in their
fatherland. They laid the foundations of the great-
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ness of Prussia; they rendered prosperous the
manufactures of England. In America they proved
excellent pioneers, and their descendants have been
among our foremost citizens. With Mrs, Sigour-
ney, who has been termed their American laureate,
we may pray :

‘“ On all who bear
Their name or lineage may their mantle rest—
That firmness for the truth, that calm content
With simple pleasures, that unswerving trust
In toil, adversity, and death, which cast
Such healthful leaven 'mid the elements
That peopled the new world.”
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Henry VII. had been a shrewd man. Narrow-
minded and venial—avaricious and merciless—he
yet manifested extraordinary skill in the establish-
ment of his dynasty. Having two sons, the eldest,
Arthur, was of course expected to become his suc-
cessor on the throne ; but what to do with the
younger son, Henry, was a difficult question.
Younger sons have always been the terrors of dynas-
ties ; and in this case the elder brother was in men-
tal and physical strength greatly excelled by the
younger. It was not likely that Henry would be
permanently satisfied with a subordinate position,
and who could tell whether the conflicts of the
brothers might not result in a new War of the
Roses? TUnder these circumstances the king con-
ceived the idea of educating Henry for the church.
In this way he hoped to remove him from the
sphere of active politics—for who had ever heard
- of a priest who became a pretender to a throne?
And if the king should finally succeed in elevating
him to the position of archbishop of Canterbury,
might he not hope to rule the church of England
in the person of his son? Henry was accordingly
sent to school and became an excellent scholar—
manifesting special aptitude for theological study ;
and there is no reason to doubt that he was in later
-days the real author of the works which bear his
name,
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that Clement would have acceded to Henry’s wishes
without delay ; but she was an infanta of Spain,
and the aunt of the emperor, Charles V., who
breathed threatenings and slaughter if the decree
of divorce should be granted. No wonder that
Macaulay pities the pope who stood between the
fiend and the flood. After all, Spain and Germany
were more powerful than England, and the papal
decree was withheld. Henry, however, was not a
man whose purposes could be crossed with im-
punity. Cardinal Wolsey, his prime minister,
lived in royal state while he aided his master in his
efforts to secure the divorce, but when he ventured
to remonstrate he fell. ‘Thomas Cromwell was ad-
vanced to high station for advising the king to de-
clare himself supreme head of the Church of Eng-
land ; and it was mainly through his influence that
the monastic system was abrogated ; but at last he
too became a victim of the tyrant’s wrath.

Henry VIII. had no love for Protestantism. ‘To
the end of his life his views on most doctrinal
questions were the same as when he wrote his book
against Luther. It was his purpose to preserve the
ancient system in its minutest particulars, with the
single exception that in the church, no less than in
the state, he recognized no higher authority than
his own. By the act of supremacy he was recog-
nized as the head of the Church of England, and
interference with his prerogative was construed as
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treason. ‘The king was practically the pope of
England, and there was no room for any other
papal authority. He therefore persecuted Protest-
ants and Romanists alike, and though his conflict
with the pope no doubt facilitated the introduction
of Protestantism, it is not just to call him the
founder of the Protestant Church of England.

It was not until after the fall of Cromwell, in
1540, that Thomas Cranmer became the most influ-
ential subject in the realm, though he had held for
seven years the highest ecclesiastical office. Con-
cerning Cranmer’s early life little is known. He
was born of respectable parentage at Aslacton, in
Nottinghamshire, July 2, 1489; and was educated
at Cambridge, where he became a lecturer in the-
ology. Until he was forty years old no one sup-
posed that he would ever be anything but one of
the magnates of the university. ‘The circumstances
which led to his exaltation were in their way suffi-
ciently romantic. In the summer of 1529 the
plague known as ‘‘the sweating sickness’’ broke
out in Cambridge, and Cranmer accompanied two of
his pupils, named Cressy, to their father’s house at
Waltham Abbey, in Essex. At this time the king’s
suit for a divorce had begun before Cardinals Wol-
sey and Campeggio in England, but the court had
been prorogued, and it was generally believed that
in consequence of the queen’s appeal the cause
would be removed to Rome. In great perplexity
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matter of conscience. Personally timid, he was
strong only when supported by a royal mandate.
Naturally kind and gentle, he sometimes ventured
to plead for the victims of the king’s wrath ; he
even begged the king to have mercy on Cardinal
Fisher and Sir Thomas More, who were not his
friends ; but he always spoiled his petitions by con-
cluding them with a recognition of the transcend-
ent wisdom of the monarch, and an expression of
his willingness to submit to his enlightened will.
At the king’s direction the matter of the divorce
was soon after his consecration removed to the arch-
episcopal court, and from this time forward every-
thing was done in accordance with the king’s desire.
Queen Catherine declined to appear and was de-
clared contumacious; and the archbishop gave
judgment declaring the marriage null and void from
the first. ‘‘In the whole proceeding,” says the
Encyclopaedia Brittanica, ‘‘the archbishop’s sub-
serviency was pitiful, and it is difficult to acquit
him of the graver charge of knowingly pronouncing
an unrighteous sentence.”

It was the policy of the king to pay ostensibly
the greatest deference to the church while compel-
ling the church to yield absolute obedience to his
caprices. As official head of the church of Eng-
land Cranmer was made to appear as the king’s
chief adviser, while in fact he was constantly occu-
pied in finding excuses for his master’s conduct.
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On the death of Henry VIIIL the succession de-
volved on his son Edward VI. who was but ten
years of age. Cranmer was named in the royal
testament as one of the council to govern the realm
during the young king’s minority ; but it does not
appear that he exerted much influence in secular
matters. ‘The government was actually in the
hands of the duke of Somerset, and, as in the
former reign, Cranmer was content to follow when
he might have led. At the coronation of the young
king he took out a new commission to discharge his
archepiscopal functions, acknowledging in a public
address that all jurisdiction, ecclesiastical and secu-
lar alike, emanated from the sovereign.

In the mean time the Reformation was develop-
ing in a way that must have filled Cranmer with
anxiety. He saw that the time for a great change
had come, and he himself recognized its necessity.
In doctrine he agreed in a general way with the
reformers of the Continent ; but as regards organi-
zation and discipline he was unwilling to depart
from the ancient precedents of the realm. He was
fond of the splendor of ancient ceremonials, and
was determined at all hazards to maintain the clos-
est connection between the church and civil gov-
ernment. Cranmer is often called the first Protest-
ant archbishop of England, but if this term is ad-
mitted it must be with many qualifications.
Protestantism, as we understand it, was in Germany
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just assuming a settled form; while in England
there was everywhere confusion and conflict. The
reforming and the conservative or Romanising par-
ties had barely tolerated each other during the pre-
*ceding reign ; now it was hardly possible to keep
them within the same organization. Both parties
had abjured the pope’s jurisdiction and had admitted
the king’s supremacy; but now that the heavy
hand of King Henry had been removed they pulled
in different directions. There was great danger
that Protestantism would assume the extravagant
character which had characterized the Anabaptist
movement in Germany ; and it was due in great
measure to the efforts of Archbishop Cranmer that
the reformation in England received the conserva-
tive form by which it has ever since been distin-
guished.

King Edward VI. was a precocious boy who
fully comprehended the great questions at issue in
the controversies of his times. He had been trained
by his father’s sixth wife, Catharine Parr, a woman
of great learning who was a decided Protestant.
Though a child in years be corresponded with the
theologians of the continent, and personally took
an important part in the construction of the liturgy
of the church of England.

The first important act of Reformation on the
part of the new government concerned the abolish-
ment of ancient ceremonies, such as the carrying of
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land, was offered an English bishopric, but he was
of sterner mould than those who accepted these so-
called adiaphora and declined the office.

Cranmer’s relations to the Continental reformers
gradually became intimate. At first he was strongly
attracted by the writings of Luther, butall attempts
to negotiate terms of union with the German Pro-
testants proved unsuccessful in consequence of the
prejudice of the king and many ot the bishops.
At a later period Cranmer entered into au intimate
correspondence with the Swiss divines, and in the
sacramental controversy the church of England was
recognized as standing on the Reformed side. In
1536, just after the king’s marriage to Jane Sey-
mour, Cranmer had been introduced by Prof.
Simon Grynaeus, of Strasburg, to Henry Bullinger,
the successor of Zwingli as antistes, or chief-pastor
of the church of Zurich. In the same year Cran-
mer sent to Zurich three young Englishmen, John
Butler, William Woodruff, and Nicholas Partridge,
for the purpose of studying theology and becoming
acquainted with the Swiss churches. They re-
mained there more than a year and on their return
to England were accompanied by Rudolph Gualter,
who afterwards married Zwingli’s daughter, Regula,
and became the third antistes of the church of Zu-
rich. In the succeeding reign the king sent
Christopher Mont to Zurich with a letter to Bull-
inger in which he desired a closer union between
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The brief reign of Edward VI. appears to have
been set aside by Providence as a proper time for
the organization of the Protestant church of Eng-
land. Compared with preceding and succeeding
reigns it is a green oasis in the midst of the desert.
Cranmer, supported by the royal will, accomplished
wonders in behalf of the cause to which he was sin-
cerely attached, and every see was soon occupied by
its stout defenders. ‘These men exerted an impor-
tant influence in determining the external form of
the church of England, but it was not from them,
we feel assured, that it derived its profoundest life.
In the best sense it was a popular movement, and
from the beginning it produced numerous examples
of piety and self-sacrificing devotion. As regards
the organization of the church, whatever its enemies
may have said, history has shown that Cranmer
and his coadjutors well understood the requirements
of their age and nation. With all its imperfec-
tions—due chiefly to its close connection with the
state—the church of England has proved a mighty
power for good—decorous and beautiful—and en-
deared to millions of loving children.

To the Protestant cause the death of the young
king, in 1553, was a dreadful calamity. Foreseeing
the event Edward had endeavored to change the
succession to the throne in favor of his cousin,
Lady Jane Grey. Here Cranmer committed a
grievous error. Influenced partly by dread of the
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portunity of defending themselves against their
accusers. ‘Their heroism in this trying hour has
left its effect on all subsequent generations :

‘“ For thus said aged Latimer:
I tarry by the stake,
Not trusting in my own weak heart,
But for the Saviour’s sake,
Why speak of life or death to me
‘Whose days are but a span?
Our crown is yonder —Ridley, see !
Be strong and play the man !
God helping, such a torch this day
‘We'll light on English land,
That Rome, with all her cardinals,
Shall never quench the brand.”

During his imprisonment the weaknesses of
Cranmer’s character became painfully apparent.
His enemies almost seem to have played with him
—summoning him to Rome when he was in prison,
and then condemning him for contumaciousness;
holding out delusive hopes of pardon, and thus in-
ducing him to recant his former teachings. He
signed no less than six documents in which he re-
pudiated Protestantism, urging all heretics to re-
turn to the unity of the church. His enemies had
planned a crowning act of triumph. It was de-
termined that he must die, but before his final con-
demnation he was required to make a public con-
fession ; but at last he turned upon his enemies,
retracted his former statements, and declared his
firm adherence to the Protestant faith. At the
same time he declared that inasmuch as his hand
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had offended in writing contrary to the convictions
of his heart ; it should be the first to suffer; and
when he was chained to the stake, and the fire be-
gan to burn near him, he thrust his right band into
the flame, exclaiming : ‘‘ This hand hath offended.”

The death of Cranmer was the signal for the
flight of all decided Protestants who could find
their way out of England. Zurich was crowded
with English refugees, and the Swiss were some-
times put to great straits in entertaining them.
After the refugees returned to England, Bishops
Parkhurst, Jewell, and Horn sent gifts of silver
plate in recognition of the kindness of the Swiss
churches. There was a tendency to minimize dif-
ferences ; and even to this day continental writers
generally recognize the church of England as one
of the Reformed churches. ‘The Anglican, that
is, the English church,” says Stilling, ‘‘is differ-
ent from the rest of the Reformed church only in
this, that it has an episcopal form of government.
Are the Swedish and Danish churches not Lutheran
because they have bishops? Does the garment
make the man?”’

During the reign of Mary every effort was made
to restore England to Roman obedience. Cardinal
Pole became Cranmer’s successor in the see of
Canterbury; but Bishops Gardiner and Bonner
were, we suppose, chiefly responsible for the so-
called ‘‘ Marian persecutions.” The queen was not
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naturally cruel, but she was unfortunate and un-
happy. Her marriage to Philip II. of Spain was,
on her part, apparently prompted by sincere affec-
tion ; but he maltreated and deserted her. To win
his favor she imitated his methods of dealing with
religious dissenters ; but she gained nothing but the
reputation of a bloody persecutor. You may re-
member that on English money, coined in 1555,
the faces of the royal pair are represented side by
side and pretty close to each other, and that Butler,
with keenest satire, says, in ‘‘ Hudibras,” that cer-
tain lovers look

—*‘*amorous, and fond, and billing,
Like Philip and Mary on a shilling.”

Mary, like Julian the apostate in the early his-
tory of the church, ventured to become the cham-
pion of a lost cause. It was too late; and at the
end of her brief reign the church of Rome was
weaker than at its beginning. In 1558 Mary was
taken with an intermittent fever, and it soon be-
came evident that it would prove fatal. When
death approached the venial crowd of courtiers has-
tened to make their peace with the Princess Eliza-
beth, and Mary was left to die alone.

We pass rapidly over the reforms in the English
church during the reign of Elizabeth. For some
months after her accession the struggle of the
creeds was intense, and it seemed doubtful which
side the queen would take. She had, it is true,
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been educated under Protestant influences, but dur-
ing the reign of Mary she had kept her head on
her shoulders by professing her sister’s creed. She
was the best educated woman in England, and un-
doubtedly sympathized with the spirit of progress
which was best represented by the Protestant
Reformation ; but she also loved the splendor of
the ancient church and desired to preserve its ritual.
There are writers who believe that if the pope of
Rome had promptly acknowledged Elizabeth as
queen of England a schism might have been
avoided ; but this is hardly probable. Elizabeth
was tco much like her father to have been satisfied
with any position inferior to that of supreme
governor of the church of England.

The queen had carefully studied the religious
questions of the age, and possessed the gift of ex-
pressing herself in aphoristic language, which cre-
ated the impression of extraordinary wisdom and
yet left her practically uncommitted to any distinc-
tive view. Take, for instance, her celebrated utter-
ance on the Lord’s Supper :

‘‘ Christ was the word that spake it ;
He took the bread and brake it ;

And what His word did make it,
That I believe, and take it."”

The age of Elizabeth can hardly be regarded as
in the highest sense religious. It was a splendid
epoch in literary history ; the age, we remember,
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as they refused to conform they became non-con-
formists. Thomas Cartwright, a professor of the-
ology, was their most eminent man ; but for some
time they remained unorganized, and to such
prelates as Parker and Jewell their protests did not
seem to be of great importance. It was not until
the next reign that this movement developed into
Puritanism, which has sometimes been called ‘¢ the
second Reformation.”” To consider the history of
the wonderful series of events which it includes
would be a fascinating undertaking ; but it does not
lie within the field of our present study.

It is in the kingdom north of the T'weed that, at
this period, we behold the greatest changes. These
changes were, indeed, political as well as religious;
but those of the former character were chiefly im-
portant as preparing the way for the latter.

Scotland has been so glorified by writers of
romance, that those who derive their impressions
from Sir Walter Scott, not to speak of Jane Porter
and Grace Aguilar, are apt to suppose that it was
before the Reformation a land of chivalry more
splendid than Normandy or Provence. Minute
examination would hardly confirm this impression.
The fact is that the country was wild and unculti-
vated, and it was the last in western Europe to be
touched by the glories of the renaissance. The
people were divided into many clans, or tribes,
which were frequently at war ; and amid the strug-
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gles of the chiefs royalty had a precarious existence.
Nearly all the kings of the house of Stuart died a
violent death, and with each death there came a
struggle for the succession. In their efforts to con-
trol the turbulent nobles the kings naturally fol-
lowed the example of their ancient allies, the kings
of France-—making the Roman hierarchy the chief
instrument for the accomplishment of their politi-
cal purposes. They impoverished themselves to
enrich the church; and the magnificence of the
ruins scattered all over northern Britain still testifies
to the splendor of the dwellings of its priests. In
this way the interests of royalty and hierarchy stood
and fell together. The plan had been well laid ;
but like many other plans ‘‘it went aglee.” In
France the nobles had been originally a conquering
race—Frank not Celtic—and the people had hated
them for a thousand years. The alliance of king
and priests was, therefore, in that country, certain
of popular support, and the result could not be
doubtful. In Scotland, on the other hand, the re-
lations of the clans and their chiefs were intimate
and affectionate. ‘The humblest member of the
clan regarded himself as of the same blood as his
chief, and was ready to follow his pibroch to battle
and death. In brief, it was in Scotland that the
feudal system had in this respect attained its
highest development; and mneither royalty nor
hierarchy was strong enough to break its spirit.
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at a later date, ‘‘ had more force and power than a
hundred trumpets.” Betrayed into the power of
his enemies, he was carried to France and con-
demned to the galleys. According to recent re-
searches it appears that the discipline was in his
case somewhat relaxed, for he did some literary
work during his imprisonment; but there is no
reason to doubt that, like others of his faith, he was
sometimes chained to an oar of the government
vessel in which he was confined. Tyranny never
devised imprisonment more oppressive than this.
The form of the vessels, it has been said, differed
but little from the type adopted by the ancient
Romans in their conflicts with the Carthaginians.
There were two banks of oars, by which the vessel
was propelled, and to every oar a slave was chained.
Between them stood the taskmaster, with a long
lash, which he brought down on the shoulders of
the slave whose arm grew weary or who paused to
speak a word. Ordinarily there was the silence of
the grave, but at times nature could no longer be
restrained ; and, accompanied by the sound of the
lash—with quivering flesh and with blood stream-
ing over the deck—the enslaved Huguenots sang
their favorite psalm: “ Why do the heathen rage
and the people imagine a vain thing?”

The eighteen months which John Knox spent in
the galleys were an important part of his educa-
tion. If he became sterner than the other Reform-
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ers—more uncompromising in his rejection of every
rag of papal splendor—can we wonder at it after
the training which he had received in the galleys?

How Knox escaped from this dreadful imprison-
ment is not quite clear. It has been suggested
that he was discharged on the personal request of
the young king of England ; but itis likely enough
that after the marriage of Mary of Scotland to the
dauphin of France the French court no longer
dreaded his influence and let him go. Knox went
to England and during the reign of Edward labored
with voice and pen, holding at one time the posi-
tion of chaplain to the king. Dr. Lorimer main-
tains that he was the first to substitute the use of
common bread for ¢ wafer-breads’’ in the Lord’s
Supper—a practice which was afterwards author-
ized by the king. He was consulted in the prepa-
ration of the formularies of the church of England ;
and a book of forty-five articles of religion, from
which the thirty-nine articles were afterward de-
rived, was submitted to him for his opinion. The
king desired to make him bishop of Rochester ;
but Knox himself states that he was unwilling to
accept even the modified formularies of the Eng-
lish church, regarding them as leading to Roman-
ism, though he was * favorable to an office similar
to the bishop’s.”

When Mary became queen Knox went to the
continent, and in 1554 met for the first time, at
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than many royal proclamations. By his tremen-
dous earnestness he united a turbulent nobility and
an uneducated people, filling all classes with inex-
tinguishable hatred for everything that reminded
them of Rome.

Mary Stuart was more closely allied to France
than to Scotland. Her mother had been a daugh-
ter of the great house of Guise, and from that fam-
ily she may be supposed to have derived her per-
sonal beauty as well as her religious fanaticism. At
the court of her first husband, Francis II., she had
practiced the superficial accomplishments which
added so greatly to her fascinations ; but she had
also breathed an air that was reeking with assassi-
nation. That she could be devout after the fashion
which she had been taught will hardly be ques-
tioned by those who have studied her profound and
poetical religious utterances ; but she failed to ap-
preciate the fact that even royal personages must be
obedient to the moral law.

It is not necessary to enter minutely into the his-
tory of Mary’s unfortunate reign. ‘The question of
her guilt or innocence of the crimes charged
against her is still debated ; and with regard to her
complicity in the murder of her second husband,
Henrcy Darnley, we can hardly claim to know more
than the great historian Ranke, who says that after
twenty years’ study of the subject he still remains
undecided. That she was greatly sinned against
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cannot be doubted ; no crowned head had ever been
compelled to endure so many indignities. The
murder of Rizzio in her presence may have seemed
a crime that cried for vengeance. We may hope
that she was not accessory to the murder of Darn-
ley ; but it is certain that immediately afterwards
she showed great favor to James Hepburn, earl of
Bothwell, who was generally regarded as the mur-
derer, and that within three months she married
him. It is claimed that she did this under com-
pulsion ; but the people of Scotland were disgusted,
as well they might be, and the natural result was
civil war.

Her party having been defeated at Langside,
May 13, 1568, Queen Mary very foolishly fled to
England, to place herself under the protection of
Elizabeth. The latter regarded her as her chief
rival, and is said to have expressed her purpose in
the stanza:

‘“The daughter of debate,
Who discord still doth sow,

Shall reap no gain where former rule
Hath taught still peace to grow.”

For more than eighteen years Mary was im-
prisoned, and finally she was condemned and ex-
ecuted. However guilty Mary may have been it is
certain that no English court had authority to try
and condemn the queen of Scotland.
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ance which is in Great Britain attached to such
matters. It should, however, be remembered that
it was not until sixty-five years after the death of
Knox that the dean of Edinburgh attempted to
read the English liturgy at St. Giles, and that
Jenny Geddes expressed her indignation by flinging
her camp-stool at his head.

The last important public utterance of John
Knox was his sermon on receiving the news of the
massacre of St. Bartholomew. Being assisted to
reach the pulpit he summoned his remaining
strength to thunder out the vengeance of heaven
against that ‘‘ cruel murderer and false traitor the
king of France,” at the same time “desiring the
French ambassador to tell his master that sentence
was pronounced against him in Scotland ; that di-
vine vengeance would never depart from him nor
from his house, if repentance did not ensue, but
that his name would remain an execration to all
succeeding generations.” Two months later, on
the 27th of November, 1572, John Knox died. At
his open grave the earl of Morton exclaimed :
‘ Here lieth a man who in his life never feared the
face of man ; who hath often been threatened with
poison and dagger, but hath ended his course with
peace and honor.”” He had been, indeed, ‘‘a mighty
one in Israel.”

It is not easy to form an adequate conception
of the character of such a man as Knox. ‘‘He
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was another Calvin,”” says a recent German
biographer, ¢‘less scholarly and profound than his
model, but personally bolder and more eloquent.”’
Though his religious antagonists have represented
him as fierce and contentious, it has been remarked
that he never came into violent conflict with any
minister of the Reformed church of Scotland.
During the conflicts under the later Stuarts his
memory was attacked on grounds which now ap-
pear frivolous, not to say contemptible. It was said
that he was a fanatic ; but how could that trifling
and degenerate age pass judgment on a strong man
who had consecrated all his powers to the pursuit
of a grand ideal? It was declared that he was a
politician, as if in those days any leader on either
side had not been a politician. The imputation
that he was rude in appearance and manner is per-
haps best answered by McCrie when he inquires in
Scriptural language : *“ What went ye out for to see ?
A man clothed in soft raiment? Behold, they that
wear soft raiment are in kings’ houses.” That
Knox was lacking in some of the amenities of life
may be true enough ; but it is also true that to
have given the Scotch Reformation a leader who
was mild and conciliatory would have been to send
a child to fight a giant.

Cranmer and Knox! Could any names be men-
tioned that would represent men more different in
temperament and natural inclination? The one a
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courtier, the other a popular champion ; yet each
in his own way peforming his appointed work.
Between these limits every variety of thought and
action might find a place. Can there be anywhere
a better illustration of the fact that the spirit of the
great Reformation was not local or limited, but as
broad as humanity itself?

Above all, these decided differences reveal the
fundamental truths that the instruments of Provi-
dence are not chosen on grounds that are evident to
human understanding, and that the strength of God
is made perfect in the weakness of men.
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eranism which became generally prevalent in
southern Germany, and which at a later date was
stigmatized by the zealots as * Philipism,” because
Philip Melancthon was regarded as its chief expo-
nent and defender.

Melancthon is termed by Seisen, ¢‘the true re-
former of the Palatinate.”” He was a native of
that country, and was naturally there regarded with
the profoundest reverence. When the reformation
of the church was finally undertaken his advice was
solicited at every step, and the men who were
actively engaged in the work were proud to be
known as his disciples. The position which he
personally occupied is perhaps not generally under-
stood ; but it is hardly just to denounce him as
weak or inconsistent. ‘The fact is that he was from
the beginning what would now be called ‘‘ a union
man ;' holding consistently to what he believed to
be the truth, but always treating his opponents
with courtesy and willing to do all in his power to
promote the reunion of the church. For many
years he believed that reconciliation with Rome
was not impossible ; and he himself declared that
when he wrote the Augsburg Confession, in 1530,
he had this end in view. In the tenth article,
treating of the Lord’s Supper which was then the
chief object of discussion, he accordingly presented
the doctrine of Luther in its fullest development,
expressly condemning those who held a contrary
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and made the occasion of bitter controversies.
Melancthon’s friends were deposed and banished
for trivial reasons, and the extremists did not hesi-
tate to say that they would not rest until they had
driven Melancthon out of Germany. In this pur-
pose they were foiled, for he had powerful friends
and large sections of the church remained closely
attached to him; but it is not surprising that he
prayed to be delivered from ‘‘ the wrath of the theo-
logians,” and that, a short time before his death he
even seriously proposed to go to Palestine, to spend
his remaining days in the cell at Bethlehem once
occupied by St. Jerome.

It was in the closing years of Melancthon’s life
that the Palatinate accepted the Reformation. In
1546 the aged elector Frederick II., feeling con-
vinced that this great popular movement was no
longer to be resisted, introduced the ecclesiastical
order which Melancthon had prepared for Mecklen-
burg. His successor, Otho Henry (‘‘ Ottheinrich”)
went a step further and declared his adherence to
the Augsburg Confession ‘‘as explained by Melanc-
thon.” He was an enlightened prince and a mu-
nificent patron of the University of Heidelberg.
On his death without children, in 1559, the electo-
ral dignity passed to his cousin, Frederick IIL,
popularly surnamed the Pious.

The biography of this excellent prince is more
than ordinarily interesting. He was born at Sim-
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mern on the 14th of February, 1515. His father,
John IL, who was a man of culture, ruled over the
small possessions of the house of Simmern. He
was a Roman Catholic, though it is said that on his
death-bed he accepted the Protestant faith. The
son was carefully trained in all the accomplish-
ments which were deemed suitable to his position.
In his early youth he served at the courts of the
cardinal of Lorraine and the bishop of Liege, and
like other earnest men of his day, was greatly dis-
gusted by the conduct of ecclesiastics in high
station. No one seems to know with certainty
under what circumstances he became a Protestant,
but it has been supposed that he was converted by
John A’Lasco.* His wife—a daughter of Mar-
grave Casimir of Brandenburg—had been educated
in the Lutheran faith, and probably exerted some
influence in this direction. It is certain that as
early as 1546 he became a decided Protestant.
Frederick’s early career did not differ greatly
from that of others of his rank and station. He
was ambitious of military distinction, and when
only eighteen years of age led a company of sol-

* John A’Lasco (or De Lasky) was born at Warsaw, Poland, in 1499, and
died January 13, 1560. He belonged to a distinguished family, and was
himself a bishop of the Roman Catholic church. Having been converted
to Protestantism—mainly through the influence of Zwingli—he resigned his
bishopric and devoted his life to preaching the Gospel. From 1550 to 1553
he was superintendent of the churches of the Refugees in London, but fled
on the accession of Mary, and endured many privations. He is regarded
as the chief organizer of the Reformed church in the northern countries of

Rurope.
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devoted assistant ; but afterwards he went to Her-
born, where he died on the 1sth of March, 1587.
On his deathbed he was asked whether he was cer-
tain of salvation, and he replied * Certissimus,”’
that is, ‘‘ Most certain.

ZAcHARIAS URSINUS (1534~1583) was a native of
Breslau, in Silesia. ‘The family name was originally
Von Baer, but his father, who was dean of St.
Magdalen’s church, had Latinized it according to
the fashion of the times. The son was unusually
talented and studied philosophy and mathematics
when he was a mere child. At sixteen he was sent
to the university of Wittenberg, where Melancthon
was, after the death of Luther, the ruling spirit.
Here he studied theology and his extraordinary
analytic power soon attracted attention. Melanc-
thon declared him his favorite pupil, and did not
hesitate o say that his writings were unusually
brilliant. On the death of that great man there
was a reaction in favor of high Lutheranism; and
the favorite disciples of Melancthon were singled
out for persecution. Ursinus, who was of a quiet,
contemplative disposition, determined to withdraw
from the scene of conflict. #~When one of his
uncles asked him whither he was going he replied :
“If my dear Master Philip were living I would
never leave him; but now that he has departed I
shall go to Zurich.” In Switzerland he studied
the writings of Calvin and others, and accepted
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general tone is iremnic and conciliatory, though it
contains several polemic questions which are be-
lieved to have been inserted at the express com-
mand of the elector, if they were not actually com-
posed by him. The eightieth question, which de-
clares the Roman mass to be ‘“an accursed idol-
atry,”’ was inserted into the second edition, and has
been supposed to have been in some degree a coun-
ter-blast on the part of the elector to the fulmina-
tions of the council of Trent.

The later years of Ursinus were comparatively
uneventful. He was recognized as a theologian of
the highest order, and it became his chief duty to
explain and defend the catechism. After Fred-
erick’s death, in 1576, he was removed from his
professorship at Heidelberg; and though he was
offered a similar position in his native city, he pre-
ferred to become a teacher in a theological school
which the elector’s second son, John Casimir, had
founded at Neustadt. Here he labored for five
years, and died on the 6th of March, 1583, in his
forty-ninth year. On his monument was placed an
inscription which called him ‘“a great theologian,
a conqueror of heresies concerning the person of
Christ and the Lord’s Supper, mighty with word
and pen, an acute philosopher, a wise man, and a
stern instructor of youth.”’

It has been the fate of the Heidelberg Catechism
to be extravagantly praised by its friends and as
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the fact that they were thoroughly honest has never
been called into question. It was, however, to these
points that the attacks of their enemies were
especially directed, and the conflict became more
intense than ever.

In 1566 the emperor Maximilian II cited the
elector Frederick to appear before the diet at Augs-
burg; and the summons was generally believed to
be equivalent to his condemnation. His brother,
Richard of Simmern, was greatly alarmed, and
warned him that it would be safer not to attend the
diet ; but he wrote in reply : “I confide in my dear
and faithful Father in heaven, trusting that He will
employ me as an instrument of His omnipotence to
declare His name in these latter days, not only in
word but also in deed, to the holy empire of the
German nation, as my dear brother-in-law, the late
elector duke John Frederick of Saxony, also did ;
and though I am not so bold as to compare myself
in intellectual strength with the departed elector, I
know that the same God who preserved him in the
knowledge of HlS holy Gospel is still living and
mighty, and that He will preserve me, a poor weak
man, through the power of His Holy Spirit, even
though it should cost my blood ; and if it should
please my God and Father to grant me this honor,
I could never be sufficiently thankful, whether in
this world or in the world to come.”’
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was especially suited to carry out the purposes of
his master. He was cruel by system and never
manifested the least sympathy with his victims.
Even at the death of his only son he did not ex-
hibit the slightest emotion. ‘¢ Death,’’ he said, “is
an every-day matter, and a wise man will not suffer
himself to be affected by it.” He immediately es-
tablished an exceptional court which became known
as “the tribunal of blood.”” The leading nobles
were invited to a conference, and counts Egmont
and Horn, who unsuspectingly appeared, were ar-
rested and executed. William of Orange had also
been invited, but he excused himself and retired to
his principality. No wonder that Cardinal Gran-
velle exclaimed on a subsequent occasion: ‘‘If the
duke of Alva has not captured the Silent One he
has accomplished nothing.”

In accordance with his master’s instructions the
policy of the duke of Alva was stern and merciless.
During the six years in which he ruled the Nether-
lands, it is said, eighteen thousand persons were
executed, thirty thousand were deprived of their
goods, and one hundred thousand left the country.
This destructive policy did not, however, accom-
plish its purpose ; for at the moment when the duke
believed he had utterly crushed the city of Brussels
the news arrived that the ‘‘Beggars’ had taken
Briel, and that the northern provinces were in arms.
Thus began a struggle which lasted, with many in-
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. had married—none knew better than he how to
profit by the least success. Surrounded by spies,
he kept his own counsel ; accused by enemies of
crimes of which he was innocent, he bore all his
trials with calmness and in silence. The foremost
generals in Europe attacked him at the head of
Spanish armies, but they succeeded only in pro-
longing the existing struggle. Though fully aware
that he was in constant danger of assassination he
walked through the streets of Dutch cities, and
listened to the grievances of the people. He was
even then called “the father of his country;” and
to this day his memory is cherished with filial affec-
tion.

Philip offered a reward of twenty-five thousand
gold crowns and a patent of nobility to any one
who should kill the prince of Orange, and at last
he succeeded in his wicked purpose. A Burgun-
dian, named Balthasar Gerard, had gained the con-
fidence of the prince, but seized the first oppor-
tunity to assassinate him as he was coming down
the stairway of his palace at Delft (July 10, 1584).
His last thoughts turned towards the sufferings of
his countrymen. ‘‘Lord have pity on my soul,”
he prayed, ‘‘and on this poor people.” The mur-
derer was arrested and executed, but Philip kept
his promise and his heirs received the reward of the
crime.
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There are still some groups of churches which re-
gard themselves as distinctively Reformed, and
these are, of course, closely attached to their ancient
confessions.

In Switzerland and Holland the Reformed church
is by law established. It is well organized in
France and Austria-Hungary, and has scattered
congregations in other lands. In America there
are two Reformed churches, the one of Dutch and
the other of German origin. Altogether the num-
ber of adherents of the Reformed confession is not
less than ten millions. Though it has been ac-
counted one of the minor branches of Protestant-
ism, its history clearly illustrates the truth that ‘‘a
threefold cord is not quickly broken.”” No other
denomination of Christians has endured such dread-
ful persecutions ; and its continued existence is one
of the wonders of history. Among its chosen em-
blems have been the burning bush, the lily among
the thorns, the ship driven by the winds and the
anchor turned heavenward. The appropriateness
of these emblems cannot be doubted ; but we prefer
to them all the device on the seal of an ancient
church—a rising sun, with the motto: *‘After
Darkness cometh Light.”
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